



                                                 






   
 






Figure 2: Map of Campus project with overview of spatial units that are taken into analysis 
classified according to ownership relations of cadastral parcels 
   
 
 
Figure 3: Goal hierarchy structure 
 
  
   
Table 1: Criteria name and short description 
 
  
Table 2: Decision matrix 
   










Table 4: Net flow results-complete ranking (PROMETHEE II method) of 38 spatial units by 




Figure 4: Graphical presentation of net flow results and PROMETHEE II complete ranking of 
38 spatial units by compromise (fifth) scenario 
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